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The END of 
the WAR 


has come, and the opportunity of such an 


attractive investment, as shewn bheiow may 


not be available for long 


BENEFIT YOUR 


BENEFIT YOUR 
BENEFIT 


COUNTRY 
FAMILY 
YOURSELE 


by purchasing National War Bonds by instal- 


ments spread over 5, 10, 15, 20 or more years 
SSCS SSESSSCSSOSOSCSCESCCOCOOE 


EXAMPLE.—A person aved 40 wishes to pure hase a 

£1,000 Ten-year Bond by ten annual instalments, and 

provide that the Bond is handed over to his represen 

tatives without further payment should his death 
within the term 


oceul 


First Payment ~ i ; 
Nine further Annual Payments, bei 
maximum number payable 


Deduct Income Tax rebate at 3s. in £1 
up to £7 per cent. of the premium 
(assuming this to be claimable) 


Total net cost of Bond... 


The Bond produces £1,050 at the end of the ten years, 
and thus shows an investment at the net rate of 4) per 


cent. ;}er annum compound, and in adaition there has 
been full insurance protection throughout the ten years. 





ON RECEIPT OF THE FIRST INSTALMENT 

THE BOND IS PURCHASED BY THE SOCIETY 

AND PAID FOR IN FULL, THUS GIVING 

“THE COUNTRY IMMEDIATE BENEFIT TO 

THE SAME EXTENT AS IF YOU BOUGHT 
OUTRIGHT. 


Full particulars are contained in the leaflet 
“ Practical Patriotism,” issued by the LEGAL 
AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, No. 10, Fleet Street, London, E C.4 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 


’ 
} ASSETS £12,000,000. 
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GENERAL HEADINGS 


HE KING AT THE TEMPLE CHURCH ., 
INTERNATIONAL Law,. 

OBITUARY 

LEGAL News 

WINDING-UI 

CREDITORS 

BANKRUPTC' 


Cases Reported this Week. 
Bank Line (Limited) v. Arthur Cape & Co, 
Brooksbank Poole (Deceased), Re Poole v. Poole 
Deloitte, Re. Grifhths v. Allebeury 
Pain, Re. Gustavson vy. Haviland 


Current Topics. 

Legal H« urs 

THE LI of New Year Honours contains numerous names of 
l conferred on 
Wives Curry, and on 
of the Law Society His 
ppointed as 
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rds, and Mr. E. R. Moon, K.C 

Speaker A knighthood is conferred on Mr 
SOWARD, and a C.B. on Mr. R. V. N. Hopkins, both 


ioners and secretaries to the Com- 


con erred 


Revenue Commi 


for Mr. Justice 


Ireland, and 
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o on a good many Overseas Judges 
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Canada: and Mr. Justice LyMAN 
he Supreme Court of Canada; and 
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to notice the learning and care displayed by judgments in 
the Oversea Courts—in particular Canada and Australia and 


New Zealand 
The Peace Settlement and the League of Nations. 
Tue visit of President WiLson to this country has naturally 
been the occasion for giving expression to the general desire to 
provide, if it be possible, for some common arrangement 
between States whereby the chances of the recurrence of war 
may be minimised, In this connection special interest attaches 
to the deputation from the League of Nations Union which 
on Mr. Witson last Saturday, and which included 


waited 
Viscount Grey (the President), and the Archbishop of 
Cantersury, Lord Bryce, and Mr. Asgvuirx (Vice-Presi- 


dents) The Address which was presented on behalf of the 
Union included the following 


The society which we represent exists to support the policy 
announced by you of establishing a League of Nations for the 
maintenance of international right and the preservation of perma 
nent peace, and we hail your powerful advocacy of that cause as 
+ sure harbinger of its ultimate success The moral sense of the 
people in all civilized lands has been stirred to its depths by the 


experiences of the recent world conflict We are convinced that 
it will rally to the support of those who, in adjusting the terms of 
reorganization of inter 


peace, base their proposals upon such a 


hational society as will remove from future generations the menace 
of war. 
It is announced that at the Peace Conference Lord Rospert 
Ceci will supervise all matters arising in connection with the 


League of Nations, and it may be taken that due prominence 
will be given to the importance of dealing with this, either as 
part of the settlement or as a consequence of it. As he has said 
in his recent letter to Mr. J. H. Tomas (Times, 27th ult.), for 
the policy of the League of Nations to be successfully inaugu- 
rated ‘‘ we shall require not an ordinary Treaty of Peace with 
a few clauses added to bring into existence a League of Nations, 
but a settlement every line of which is inspired by the League 
of Nations spirit.’ 


International Law, 

We reprint elsewhere ar interesting letter to the Times 
recently by Professor Hottanp, in which that eminent 
authority tries to remove some misconceptions as to the nature 
of public and private international law. Public international 
law should occupy as between different States the position that 
municipal or national law occupies as between individuals of 
the same State. It is a body of rules to which States can appeal 
for the regulation of their rights and liabilities inter se, 
similar to the rules to which a private citizen can look to 
regulate his rights and liabilities as regards his fellow citi- 
zens Though, when we speak of rights and liabilities of 
States inter se, it must not be overlooked that these inter- 
State relations may affect individuals of the States concerned 
as well as the State as a whole. Thus individuals are directly 
affected by the rules of blockads and capture, which are a 
part of public international law. There is, however, the all 
important difference between international law and munici 
pal law, that in the latter the citizen who appeals to it can 
look to the judicial authority in the State to declare his 
rights and to the executive authority to enforce them. The 
laws are supported by a sanction resting ultimately on force 
International law lacks this sanction, and in consequence it 
has been doubted whether it is law at all in the strict sense, 
or whetier it is not merely usage which each State can 
observe or not as it thinks fit. Hence, as Professor West 
LAKE pointed out, it is difficult to frame any verbal defini 
tion of law which shall include both national and interna- 
tional law: Private International Law, 5th ed., p. 3. If, 
however, we adopt the not unreasonable view that all law 
in fact rests upon consent rather than upon force, then those 
rules of international law which have received general assent, 
and are uniformly applied, can be regarded as true rules of 
law. 

The Conflict of Laws. 

But WHEN we pass from public international law, or inter- 

national law proper, to what has often been called private 


international law, we are in fact leaving the sphere of inter. 
national law altogether ; and the question involved is not one 
of law affecting States inter s¢, or individuals as members of 
their respective States, but of the particular national law 
which is to be applied as between private litigants when, for 
any reason, their rights or liabilities are affected by residence 
in, or other connection with, a State different from that in the 
courts of which the matter has to be determined. It was seen 
in the middle of the last century that for such cases the term 
‘‘ private international law’’ was inappropriate, and the 
suggestion that the expression ‘‘ conflict of laws’’ should be 
substituted. has found favour: see Professor Ho.iann’s 
Jurisprudence, 12th ed., p. 420, et. seq. The question, in- 
deed, is to decide by which of one or more competing systems 
of national law the particular case is to be decided, and the 
so-called private international law comprises the system of 
rules by which the selection is made. There is the preliminar 
question—also included in the same branch.of law—of decid 
ing the forum in which the matter is to be litigated, and if 
the lex fori applies, then the matter is easy; but if the law 
applicable is a different law, such as the lex domicilii, or the 
le.c loci contractus, evidence has to be obtained to shew what 
that law is. Thus, as far as English jurisdiction is con- 
cerned, this species of law is a part of the national law; 
it comprises the rules by which an English court selects the 
particular system of law to be applied. A French court 
might select the appropriate law by different rules; and hence 
there may be as many systems of “‘ private international 
law’’ as there are civilized States. In this country the 
‘‘ conflict of laws’’ is essentially the product of caselaw, 
and the number of decisions is continually increasing. Per- 
haps the most interesting recent case is Casadagli v. Casadagli, 
in the House of Lords (ante, p. 39), on the effect of foreign 
domicil on jurisdiction in divorce. 


A Trustee’s Claim for Costs Against an 

Assigned Share. 

Ir 18 a well-recognized rule, founded on Dearle vy. Hall (3 
Russ. 1, 48), and explained in Ward v. Duncombe (18%, 
A. C.. 369), that an assignee from a cestui que trust.secures 
his own priority over subsequent incumbrancers by giving 
notice of the assignment to the trustee ; but, of course, his 
claim against the cestui que trust’s share of the trust fund 
will be subject to any claims which the trustee then has 
against the cestui que trust. Will it also be subject to claims 
which may thereafter arise in favour of the trustee? So far 
as these are claims to costs against the share in respect of 
the ordinary administration of the trust the assignee will, of 
course, take subject to them, for the subject of his assign 
ment is only the beneficial interest in the balance remaining 
due to the cestui que trust, after the whole or a proper pro- 
portion of these costs, as the case may be, have been provided 
for. But suppose the claim of the trustee is not for costs 
incurred in the ordinary course of administration, but is for 
costs incurred by the conduct of the cestui que trust—such 
as an improper claim to accounts—which in the result are 
directed to be borne by the cestui que trust personally. It 
would seem, from a passage in the judgment of Hatt, 
V.C., in Re Knapman (18 Ca. D., p. 307), that even in this 
case the trustee would be entitled to retain these costs out 
of the share as against the assignee; but in Re /’ain (reporte 
elsewhere; 1919, 1 Ch. 38) Youncer, J., has held that this 
goes too far. In such a case the claim of the trustee is not 
in respect of anything arising in the ordinary course of the 
administration of the trust. It is a claim arising specifically 
against the cestui que trust, and caused by his conduct, after 
the title of the assignee has been duly protected by notice, 
and it canhot be enforced against the share in derogation 
that title. If, however, the assignee has stood by while the 
costs were being incurred, in the hope of gaining any ben 
that might accrue thereby, then he loses this priority ove 
the trustee; and such was in fact the result in the pr 


case. 
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Liability for Damaye by Rats. 
A PLEADER who endeavours to create a new cause of action 
runs considerable risk of his attempt being unsuccessful, and 
this rule is illustrated by the decision of the Divisional Court 
(Bray and Avory, JJ.) in Stearn v. Prentice Bros. (Limited) 
(Times, 21st ult.). The defendants had a factory near the 
plaintiff’s fields, A heap of bones on the factory premises 
appears to have been an attraction to rats, and the rats 
found their way in damaging numbers on to the plaintiff's 
land. An action for damages was brought in the Stowmarket 
County Court, but failed. Hence the appeal to the Divi- 
sional Court. Now the question of damage by rabbits arose 
in 1598 in Boulston’s case (3 Rep. 104b), and it was ‘‘ ad- 
judged in the Common Pleas that if a man makes coney- 
boroughs in his own land, which increase in so great number 
that they destroy his neighbour’s land next adjoining, his 
neighbours cannot have an action on the case against him 
who makes the said coney-boroughs ; for so soon as the coneys 
come on his neighbour’s land he may kill them, for they are 
fere nature, and he who makes the coney-boroughs has no 
property in them, and he shall not be punished for the 
damage which the coneys do in which he has no property, and 
which the other may lawfully kill.’’ The reasoning of this 
seems defective, for the neighbour may not wish to spend his 
time shooting rabbits; but the case was followed in Ireland 
in Brady v. Warren (1900, 2 Ir. R. 632), and in the present 
case it has been held to be applicable to rats. In Farrer v. 
Nelson (15 Q. B. D. 258) it was held, indeed, that a tenant 
of land, where the right of shooting is reserved, can mainfain 
an action against the persons entitled to the right of shooting 
for overstocking the land with game so as to cause damage to 
the tenant’s crops. But this was distinguished by the Divi- 
sional Court in the present case on the ground that the tenant 
had no remedy by shooting the game. But, as just intimated, 
there seems to be no reason why the adjoining owner should 
have the burden imposed upon him of keeping down his 
neighbour’s wild animals; and if he might be willing to do 
so in the case of rabbits or game, in consideration of their 
svalue, it does not follow that hé would be equally willing in 
the case of rats. We imagine that the claim in the present 
tase was one which deserved and might reasonably have been 
expected to receive a better fate. 





— 


Donations Mortts Causa. 


Ture are, perhaps, few ptinciples which have been left so 
entirely unassisted by statute law as those relating to dona- 
tions mortis causa, and yet there are inconsistencies in the 
eases which it seems impossible to explain on any intelligible, 
or, at least, on any convenient ground, and which might well 
teceive the consideration of the Legislature. The question 
is suggested by the rule that, while there can be a valid 
donation mortis causa of many forms of intangible property 
by the delivery of a document of title, yet there can be no 
such donation of stocks or shares by the delivery of the certi- 
ficate which represents them ; and now that Government stock 
is an investment available for Post Office depositors, the rule 
has led to subtle distinctions as to when the delivery of the 
deposit book operates as a good donation or not. The decision 
of Astsury, J., in Re Lee (1918, 2 Ch. 320) is the latest 
example of this. 

The doctrine of donations mortis causa is taken from the 
tivil law, and it was said by Lord Harpwicke, C., in Ward 
¥. Turner (2 Ves. S. 431), that they were not to be allowed 

her than in the civil law they had been received and 
tllowed. The gift must, on the evidence, satisfy the two 
tonditions, that it must be made in contemplation of death, 
and that it must be intended to be absolute only in the event 
of death. But the main requirement introduced from the 
fivil law is that delivery of the subject matter of the gift is 
Meential to its validity. ‘‘ By the civil law,’’ said Lord 

RDWICKE, in the judgment just referred to, ‘‘ as received 





England, tradition or delivery is necessary to make a good 
donation mortis And this means actual delivery; 
a delivery which is merely symbolical is not sufficient. But 
in the case of bulky goods in a warehouse, the delivery of 
the key is not merely symbolical, but, as Lord HarpwIckE 
said, is ‘‘ the way of coming at the possession.’ And, gener- 
ally, whether the articles are bulky or not, the delivery of 
the key of the box, or other receptacle in which they are 
deposited, is equivalént for this purpose to actual delivery 
of the articles: see the judgment of Sarcant, J., in Re 
Wasserberg (1915, 1 Ch. 195), where, perhaps, this principle 
was carried somewhat far. 

But the real difficulties as to delivery arise in the case of 
the numerous forms of property which are intangible or in 
the nature of choses in action. Where the delivery passes 
the property, as in the case of bank notes or other securities 
payable to bearer, it is, of course, sufficient: Miller v. Miller 
(3 P. Wms. 356). But the passing of the property by the act 
of delivery is not essential, for instruments requiring the 
indorsement of the donor may be made the subject of a dona- 
tion mortis causa, though not indorsed, such as pronmssory 
notes or bills of exchange payable to the donor or order (Veal 
v. Veal, 27 Beav. 303; Re Mead, 14 Ch. D. 651): or cheques 
of a third party similarly payable: 
Ch. D. 631). The donor’s own cheque is in a different posi 
tion, since the authority to pay it is revoked by death, and 
the gift is only complete if the cheque is cashed before his 
death (//ewitt v. Kaye, 6 Eq. 198; Re Beak’s Estate, 16 
Eq. 489; Re Beaumont, 1902, 1 Ch. 889); or, if not actually 
cashed, it must have been presented and payment only post 
poned for some banking precaution, the amount being in 
fact available at the bank to meet it: Bromley v. Brunton 
(6 Eq. 275). A cheque on an overdrawn account is not a 
good donation unless the bank, before the 
donor’s death, makes an advance sufficient to honour it: see 
Re Beaumont. 


causa,’”’ 


Clement v. Cheesman (27 


mortis causa, 


But the doctrine is not confined to gifts of negotiable 
securities. Any instrument which shews that money is due 
to the donor, and also the terms on which it is held by the 
debtor, can, it seems, be the subject of a donation mortis 
causa, so as to entitle the donee to receive the money, though 
he may have to sue for it in the name of the donor’s personal 
representatives. Thus, while the delivery of a mere receipt 
for money is not effective, it 1s otherwise if the receipt—-for 
instance, a deposit receipt—shews the terms of the contract. 
‘‘ The mere fact of deposit,’’ said Corron, L.J., in Re Dillon 
(44 Ch. D. 76), ‘‘ would create a debt; but the document, 
besides acknowledging thé receipt of money, expressed the 
terms on which it was held. and shewed what the contract 
between the parties was.’’ Hence, in that case, a donation 
mortis causa of a banker’s deposit receipt was upheld. The 
receipt also contained a form of cheque for withdrawal, and 
this the donor had filled up and signed; but, since it was 
not presented before his death, the cheque would not have 
assisted the gift. But in fact it was not required: see also 
Hudson vy. Spencer (1910, 2 Ch. 285). 

The instruments mentioned above constitute the title to 
money which is payable either immediately or in the future, 
and, in general, a delivery of the instrument gives to the 
donee, in the event of the death of the donor, a right to the 
money In the case of instruments of title to stocks or 
shares there is no money actually payable to the owner ; his 
right is to receive the income, and, should he desire to realise 
the investment and make it available as money, he must do 
this by means of a sale. This is, perhaps, the reason why 
certificates and other instruments of title to stocks and shares 
have not been recognized as the subject matter of a donation 
The delivery of the certificate is not treated 
; This dates from Ward v. 


mortis causa, 


as the delivery of the investment. 


Turner (supra), where it was held that delivery of receipts 
for South Sea Annuities did not constitute a donation mortis 
causa; though it is possible that all the reasoning in that 





case would not apply to certificates of shares, for Lord 
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The Problems of a League of 
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———— 
within the League. The first two are discussed in the second, the 
latter two in his third lecture 

In discussing the problem of organization he returns to the ques 
tion of a World State and develops the argument against it So 
much is certain, that every attempt at organizing this League must 
start from, and must keep intact, the independence and the equality 
of all civilized States. It is for this reason that a Central Politica 
\uthority above the Sovereign States can never be thought of 
Every attempt to organize a League of Nations on the model of a 
Federal State is futsle.’ \s indicated in the passage we hay 
qu ted from the preface, Prof. Orrpexnuem looks for the foundation 
of the League of Nations in the establishment of the Permanent 
Court of Arbitration at the Hague. and in provision for th 
periodical assembling of Hague Peace Conferences. There would 
thus be a permanent Court and permaneft conduet of all such in 
ternational matters as require international legislation or othe 
international action. Such an organization might be immatur 
but it would be a beginning, and a basis for further gradual deve lop 
ment, Prof. OPPENHEIM lay 8 stress on the importance of the organ 
ization of the new League of Nations not depending on any new 
scheme, but starting from the beginning made by the two Hague 
Conferences ; 

It follows that all those States which took part in the second 
Hague Peace Conferencs forty-four in number—would have to be 
almitted to the League, including, of course, the Central Powers 
As to the admission of Germany, Prof. Orrennent postt 
utter defeat, a condition which has now been fulfilled The utt 
defeat of Germany is a necessary preliminary condition to the possi 
bility of her entrance into a League of Nations.” And this cond 


ites he l 


tion being fulfilled, the inclusion of Germany is a necessity The | 
world would be proved not ripe for a new League of Nations if peace | 


were concluded with an undefeated Germany, and the League would 
miss its purpose if to a defeated and repenting Germany entrance 
into it were refused.” And equally he thinks it necessary that 
small States should be admitted into the League. since, inasmuch 
as the Community of States consists of Sovereign States, it does n 
possess any means of compelling a minority of States to fall in with 
the view of the majority 


Correspondence 


Conditions of Admission of Solicitors. 
T. the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
just read the letter of Mr. H. A, Woolley in your 
i the 14th inst 


| I tind ic difficult to understand how anyone could put forward 
a suggestion as that which he makes 

Practically the only argument he is able to produce is that some 

. s are unsuccessful in practice Such men do not obtain a 

| tice of any importance, and yet it is suggested that every man 

| wi wishes to practise must obtain all kinds of outside support, 

' illowel to commence business after, among other 


} } rview with representatives of the Law Society 
I er words, practically a monopoly is to be kept for those 
s of the profession who are already in practice, and those 
who have not yet commenced are ti be placed under restrictions 


la nditions \ more self-intereste| suggestion it is diffeult to 
| 

| Avain, it is suggested that the number of solicitors should be 

| kept down t ts present or pre-war numbei Three thousand 

| solicitors and articled clerks have been proud to fight in thei 

i s cause during the last four years, and I am sure that not 

is expects or desires thanks for this. We do, however, 


llowed to come back as far as possible to pre-war 

s, and [ feel that your correspondent’s letter cannot be 
1 to }ass without protest, though I do not think for one 
taken seriously by the profession as a whole 
mly in it--Mr. Woolley has the courage to 


| There is one merit 


Hexry J, Saunpers, Solicitor 
lith Roval Fusiliers, B.E.F Dec, 22, 1918 


Hence he lay s down a series of principles | 


for the organization of the new League of Nations, which may be | House of Lords. 


summarized as follows 

(1) The League to be composed of all civilized States which 
recognize one another's external and internal independence and 
absolute equality before International Law 

(2) The chief organ of the League to be the Peace Conferencé 
at the Hague, meeting periodically without being specially con 
vened ; its task being the gradual codification of International 
Law and the agreement upon such International Conventions as 
are from time to time necessitated by new circumstances and 
conditions. 

(3) The creation of a permanent Council of the Conference t 
conduct the current business of the League 

(4) Every recognized Sovereign State to have the right to take 
part in the Peace Conferences 

(5) and (6) Resolutions of the Conference to come into fore 
only so far as ratified by the several States concerned, and t: 
be binding only on the States which ratify them 

(7) All members to agree to submit judicial disputes to Inte: 
national Courts, and to abide by their judgments ; and to agree 
to submit, before resort to arms, all non-judicial disputes to | 
International Councils of Conciliation. These agreements to be | 
enforced by the combined economic, military and naval forces | 
of the members of the League. 


[To he continued. | 
\ J 


Boaks of the Week. 


Griminal Law.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Reperts of Cases in 
the Court of Criminal Agpeal, Augus: 208) and 2lst; October 15th, | 
Mth and 25th; November 4t 1918 Edited by Herman Conen 
Barrister-at-Law. Vol. XIII, Part 8. Stevens & Haynes. 6s, net 


The Land of Destiny and Other Poems Being Some Indiscretion 
of the Long Vacation By Ernest E. Witp. Elkin Matthews. 2s. 6d 
and 3s. 6d. net. | 

International Law Not« December, 1918 (September Number 
Stevens & Sons (Limited Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 3s 


| 
| 


At Bow-street Police Court, last Sau lay, fore Sir John Dickinson 
Anthony John Norris, of Berk« ey-gardens, Ker ton, formerly praé 
of Norris & Norris 






tising as a solicitor in Bedford-row, under the s 


5 
( 


Was commiited for trial {on bail) on three charges of appropriating 
bis own use and benefit trust funds am yunting to about £7,000 


BANK LINE (LIM.) v. ARTHUR CAPEL &CO0. 15th, 16th November; 


12tu D-cember 


SHIPPIN Crime CuarnTern—Generat ReevisirioN oF SHIP BEFORE 
Service COMMENCED UNDER CONTRACT—FRUSTRATION OF ADVENTURE. 
Before a veasel ' ed by the pla tiffs under a ti policy had 

l on her he waa requisition a by the Government Sub. 

] tly her rne got the veasel released in exchange for another 

‘ l the rel d veasel 
j lio hy ti trrterera for breacil f contract, 
Held. that t 7] ne f frustration appli d equally to the case of 
l chart nile time policy as to on chartered for a wv yage. 

f yurait was for an indefintte period, and, therefore, the con. 

f i b mme t perative on the date of the requiselt Ne and the ship- 

ve entitled to treat tt as at an end tr that date Nor was 

f yw ; that, should the vessel be released during 

vd t the ( rter party, it became the duty of the shipowner to 
/ her to the charterera# 

Appeal by the def a ts in an action to recover aamages for alleged 
failure to p it at the disposal of the plaintiffs the s.s. Quito, which 
t plaintiffs had chartered from the defendants for a period of twelve 
m hs. By the points defence it was alleged that the vessel had 
been requ tioned bv the British Government, and that the charter 
vas put an end to by euch requisitign from its date (11th May, 1915). 
I} use was tried before Rowlatt, J., who held in favour of the 
lefendants. In the event of his decision Seing reversed on appeal, he 
found the damages to be £13,000 [he Court of Appeal (Scrutton, 


L.J.. dissenting) reversed Rowlatt, J., and entered judgment for the 
plaintiffs for the damages found Ly the learned judge. The Bank Line 
Limited) appealed 
After consideration [He Hovst Viscount HALpANE dissenting) 
allowed the appeal, and restored the judgment entered at the trial for 
the defendants 
Lord Frntay, C., said that the charter party was dated 16th February, 
1915, and was for twelve months from the time the vessel should be 
placed at the disposal of the pla ntiffa There was a delay in this 
being done owing to the vessel having to go into dock for repairs, and 
hile in dock she was requisitioned. Efforts to get the vessel released 
vere made by the defendants, but ultimately the Government took her 
el In July, 1915, however, the defendants received an offer from a 
third party to pfirchase The Quito. They thereupon again approached 
the Government, and August an agreement waa come to whereby 
the Government were to be supplied with another vessel, and The Quito 
was released and sold by her owners to the third party. The plaintiffs 
claimed damages, alleging that fhere was a term to be implied from 
he contract that in such an event they were to be offered the use of 
the vessel] for the residue of the pel iod of hire The defendants denied 
the claim, and said that the requisitioning of the vessel had cancelled 
the charter party, as it amounted to a frustration of the adventure. 
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The plaintiffs denied that the doctrine of frustration applied at all, | 
and denied that in fact there was any frustration of the adventure. 
Rowlatt, J., and Scrutton, L.J., held that the charter-party was at an 
end, while Pickford and Warrington, L.JJ., held that the charter- 
party was still in existence and awarded the plaintiff damages on a 
scale that worked out at £13,000: In support of their contention, the 
shipowners relied on Vetropolitan Water Board v. Dick, Kerr. & Co 
(1918, A. C. 119 The Lord Chancellor referred to cases which had 
been cited, especially to that of the 7'amplin Steamship Co. v. Anglo 
Mexican, de., Co. (1916, 2 A. C. 397). It was true that in the present 
case events shewed that the release of 7'he Quito was obtained by pro 
viding another ship in her stead ; but not until such a time had elapsed 
that the shipowners were entitled to treat the contract as having become 
inoperative from circumstances outside their control. For these reasons 
he agreed with Rowlatt, J., and Scrutton, L.J., and was of opinion 
that the appeal should be allowed with costs there and below. | 


Viscount HaALpANe dissented. He thought there wae nothing in the 
charter-party which excluded the doctrine of frustration if the cireum 
stances proved at the trial amounted in law to so much. But the question 
here was whether what happened amounted to a complete frustration 
of the adventure. He agreed with the majority of the Court of Appeal 
that the parties Lelieved it might be that the vessel would be released 
before the period of hire ceased to run. In that view there should have 
been an offer of the vessel to the « harterers when ehe was released He 
agreed, therefore, with the majority of the Court of Appeal, and was 
in favour of the appeal being dismissed 

Lord SHaw gave judgment in favour of the appeal being allowed 


Lord Sumner also agreed that the appeal must succeed. He dealt 
with the doctrine of frustration, and said that originally it was thought 
that it applied only to contract for a voyage and not to time charters 
It was clear from more recent decisions that it now applied equally to 
both. Another point that had been taken was that the appellants were 
not at liberty to dispose of the ship unless they had the consent of the 
charterers to do so. He did not agree. If the view be that the 
requisitioning of Zhe Quito destroyed the identity of the charter ser 
vice and made the charter as a matter of business a totally different 
thing, the contract had gone. The shipowners were under no obliga 
tion to tender the vessel on her release or inform the charterers that 
they had got her back 

Lord Wrenbury thought the appeal should succeed. Appeal allowed, 
with costs. CounseL, for the appellants, ?. D. Mackinnon, K.C., and 
Raehurn; for the respondents, DD. ©. Leek, &.C.. Dunlop and Sir 
Rohert Aske Soiicitors, Holman, Fenwick, & Willan; W.C. Dawson 
d Lon wter 

[Reported by Exaxtx. Rarp. Barrister-at-law.) 


Court of Appeal. 


Je DELOITTE. GRIFFITHS v. ALLBEURY. No. 1. 

Wi1LL—Consrrucrion—CLass—GIFt To CHILDREN WHO ATTAIN T WENTY- 
ONE—CLOSING Or CLASS ON ELDEST ATTAINING 'T WENTY-ONE—INTENTION 
ro Exctupe Rute or CoNnveNntence—PowerR OF ADVANCEMENT 


3rd December. 





PRES( MPTIVE OR VESTED SHARE 
Z'wo legacies of £3,000 and £4,000 were 
all the children of E. A. who should attain the age 
in the case of the £4,000 legate y to an intervening life interest The 
j ; 


trustecsa of the will u € git 


given by a will in truat for 
jf twenty-one, subject | 


na power of « dvancement out of the ‘ pre 
aumptive or vested share of any child 
intention ahewn by the 


Partington (3 
eldest child of 


Held {reve rsing Sargant J.), that there wae n 
advancement clajse to exclude the rule in Andrews + 
Bro, U. CU. 401), and that the class was closed upon the 
kL 1. attaming the age 

Appeal by one of the defemdants, William Allbeury, from a decision 
of Sarvant, J Che testatrix, by her will, bequeathed a legacy of £4,000 | 
to trustees in trust to pay the income to Mrs, E. D. Bonner tor her life, 
with remainder to all the children equally, or any the child, if only one, 
of the present or future marriage of Edward Allbeury, who should, 
whether living at her death or born afterwards, attain the age of twenty 
one; and she turther bequeathed a legacy of £5,000 in trust for all such 
the said children or child of the said Edward Allbeury in manner afore- 
said as should attain the age of twenty-one. And she declared that it 
should be lawful for her trustees at their discretion to raise any part or 
parts, not exceeding in the whole one-third, of the presumptive or vested 
share of any such child, and to apply the same for his or her advance 
ment or benefit as her trustees should think fit. Mrs. Bonner and 
Edward Allbeury were both still living, aad the latter had had issue one 
child, the defendant, William Alibeury, who attained twenty-one in 
April, 1918. A summons having been taken out to determine the con 
struction of the will, Sargant, J., held, following /redell v. Iredell 
(25 Beav. 485), that the language of the advancement clause referring to | 
a child’s share as presumptive or vested shewed an intention to exclude | 
the rule in Andrews vy. Partington (3 Bro. C, C. 401), and that all the | 
children of Edward Allbeury, whenever born, were entitled to share in 
the legacy of £3,000. The defendant, William Allbeury, appealed 


[ux Court allowed the appeal 





f twenty-one, 


Swinren Eapy, M.R., said the appeal raised quite a short but an 
important point, and having read the material clauses of the will, pro- 
ceeded : It was argued that the effect of the advancement clause extended 
to both presumptive and vested shares, and that therefore it could not 
have been intended to create a trust for the advancement or benefit of a 
legatee in respect of a legacy of which he was entitled to immediate 
payment. There was an established rule, known as the rule in Andrews 
v. Partington (3 Bro. C. C. 401), where Lord Thurlow laid it down that 
where a time of payment was pointed out, as where a legacy was given to 
all the children of A. when they should attain twenty-one, it was too 
late to say that the time so pointed out should not regulate among what 
children the distribution should be made. It must be among the 
children in esse at the time the eldest attained such age. He said he had 
often wondered how it came to be so decided, there being no greater 
inconvenience in the case of a devise than in that of a marriage settle- 
ment, where nobody doubted that the same expression meant all the 
children. In /redell v. Iredell (25 Beay. 485) the rule was stated in 
the course of the argument as “‘ the third principle—that where a legacy 
was given to a class at twenty-one, as soon as one of the class attained 
twenty-one the fund became distributable, and persons of that class 
afterwards coming into esse were necessarily excluded.’’ Was there 
anything on the face of that will to shew an intention to exclude the 
rule, which was a rule of convenience to give effect to the intention of 
the will of the testator. With regard to the legacy of £4,000, there was 
an intermediate tenancy for life, and so long as that existed the rule had 
no application ; there was no reason why it should apply. With regard 
to the interest taken by the legatee in the first fund, the legatee could 
have both a presumptive and vested share, and it could not be said what 
aliquot share he would take. It would be presumptively one-fifth if, for 
example, there were only five children in being, reducible, however, on 
the birth of any more. His lordship was of opinion that full effect could 
be given to every word in the will by applying the word ‘‘ vested ”’ to 
the fund of £4,000, and the word ‘“ presumptive’”’ to the fund of 
£3,000. So far there was nothing to shew that the rule was excluded as 
to the £3,000. Turning to the authorities, in /redell vy. Iredell (supre 
it was manifest that the rule of convenience was, on the language of the 
will, intended to be excluded. The testatrix contemplated that the 
advancement clause should apply to cases after a child had attained 
twenty-one or married, that is after the period at which, according to the 
principle of Andrews vy. Partington, the child would be entitled to have 
payment of his share. In Bateman v. Gray (29 Beav. 447 and L. R. 6 
Eq. 215) Lord Romilly took a different view on the second to that which 
he did on the first hearing, and held that the word ‘‘ vested "’ was so 
strong, that in the face of it his previous declaration must be set aside 
In his lordship’s opinion the existence of a clause referring to a vested 
share was not applicable to prevent a share being paid which would 
otherwise be payable, where the same word had reference to another 
share, subject to a life interest, and therefore not immediately payable. 
For those reasons there ought to be a declaration that the defendant, 
who was the only son of Edward Allbeury, became entitled to the legacy 
of £3,000. No question now arose as to the legacy of £4,000. The 
appeal therefore would be allowed. 

Duke. L.J.. and Eve, J., gave judgment to the same effect.— 
COUNSEL, Owen Thompson ; RB. A. Hall SoLIcITORs, Norton, Rose, 
Barrington, & Co. ; W anae ¥, Siammers, & Co. 

[Reported by H. Lanoronp Lewis, Barrieter-at-Law.) 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re'PAIN. GUSTAYSON v. HAVILAND. Younger, J. 16th July. 
Trustre—ASSIGNMENT By A Benerictary of Her SHare—Benericiary 

SuING FOR AN AcCoUNT—ASSIGNEE NOT OBJECTING—BENEFICIARY 

LiABLe ror Costs or Account—Jvupicature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. 

c. 66), s. 25 (6) 

Where a beneficiary mortgaged her interest under a will, and sul 
quently commenced proceedings against her trustees for an account, her 
mortgagees being parties to the action, but not objecting to the taking 








af. 


of the account, 

Held, that the coats of the taking of the account which weére ordered 
to be paid by the beneficiary, nothing being found due to her, took 
priority of the aasiqnees’ rights hecauar they had not resisted, but had 
mad ¢ themselves ah pe et to, the action. 

The case of a beneficiary astignor 18 different from that of a trustee 
assign Tv. 

Re Dacre (1916, 1 C/. 344) applied. 

In this case certain trustees of a will claimed that the costs of taking 
an account against them, nothing having been found due from them on 
the taking of such account, should be paid out of the beneficiary's interest 


| in priority to the claim of her mortgagees in the following circumstances : 


A beneficiary under the testator’s will mortgaged her life interest to 
secure an advance, and her mortgagees gave notice thereof to the 
trustees. She subsequently issued a writ against the trustees for an 
account, and although she did not make her mortgagees parties to 
uently added as defendants. The mort- 
er for an account, and they attended the 
The master ultimately 
-s. 


that action, they were yen 
gagees did not oppose the or« 
very protracted proceedings in chambers. ‘ 
found that there was nothing due to the beneficiary from the truste: 
It was admitted that the beneficiary must pay for the taking of the 
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account, but the trustees claimed that the costs should be paid out of 
her interest in priority to the claim of her mortgagees 

YounceR, J., after stating the facts, said : Except for the observations 
of Vice-Chancellor Hall in Re Anapman (18 Ch. D. 300), which were 
not necessary for the decision of that case, there is no authority for 
the claim of the trustees. Even before section 25 (6) of the Judica 
ture Act, 1873, in equity an assignee of the share of ary 
had given notice of his assignment to the trustees was not liable for any 


a benefi« vie 
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ROYAL EXCHANGE 
ASSURANCE. 














charge on the assigned share which arose after the notice : see Hopkins INCORPORATED A.D, 1720. 
y. Gowan (1 Moll. 562), Irby v. Irby 25 Beav. 632), and Stephens \ 
Venables (30 Beav. 625). The case of a beneficiary assignor is different FIRE, LIFE, SEA, PLATE GLAS= 
from that of a trustee assignor, in whose case the assigned share is ACHDERT, BURGLARY, LIVE PECIAI TERMS GRANTED TO 
; STU LA Ty 
liable for a breach of trust : Morris y. Livie (1 Y. & C. C. C. 388), & Tamas PARTY. uOhOL as ANNUITANTS 
Dacre (1916, 1 Ch. 344). Section 25 (6) applies to choses in eqnity LIFT, BOILER, FIDELITY 
see King v. 'he Victoria Insurance Co. (1886, A. C. 254) and T'orkington GUARANTEES WHEN HEALTH 18 IMPAIRED, 
vy. Magee (1902, 2 K. B. 421). But in this case the mortgagees, who might 
have claimed to be joined as co-plaintiffs and put a stop to the account, The Corporation is prepared to act as TRUSTKE and EXECUTOR. 
have stood by and made no objection, and have thereby made them 
tty Penge to a action — be a - | ay. ne , a ty Apply for full particulars of ali cla s.6 of lusurance to the secietary 
ver their rights OUNSEL, /errell, ; Bh avington ; raley; . rae : aan om 
“ phe ae ag yay wend pets Brag Monet Piet Sai HEAD OFFIC! ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C, 3. 
Jones, & Co.; T. England Preston; J. H. Miltor LAW Courts Brancu: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 
testator eral personal estate was of the value of £1,300. His 
og ; x debt irt from sims on the | ies were £460. The appointed 
4 . tund £4,000 snd ai real estate wa worth £2,000. 
( ! the pla ff said tha ince the power was general, the 
Praees, Towers and. Acmwreiy |S eS Se ee fee oe 
ee | t del H he t administration must be 
D ene! smnexed, o1 ul it referred to the appointed 
lvision. j ] ( ivs preferred the idk unless dens ete a“ 
Re BROOKSBANK POOLE (Deceased). POOLE v. POOLE. Hill, J. | {Pe0'*) Teason Ssainat Her (Nilliains on Executors, 9th ed., p. 354). In 
23rd November. | I Wad i i t the estate needed to be specially 
| i ] ( ! irded the fact that one of the next of kin 
PRoBATE—ADMINISTRATION—EXECUTION OF PoweR Of APPOINTMENT BY i i t t! mt in his favour Webb 
WILL—SvuBSEQUENT MARRIAGE—REVOCATION—APPOINTMENT MAKING | ‘ Add. 494 Cou f | lefendant argued that 
APPOINTED FuNp LiaBLp For DEBTS—ADMINISTRATION WITH WILI t ‘ f ku is much the larger 
ANNEXED SO FAR AS IT RELATED TO APPOINTMENT—ADMINISTRATION TO | and t be n the d ndant for the use the son 
WIpow IN PREFERENCE TO APPOINTEE WHO WAs NExT or KIN—FORM | [1 /) i Mel 69. L. R.1 P. & D. 671 vhich was a 
or ORDER—WILLs Act, 1837 (1 Vicr. c. 26). 18 ni t yale to the next of ku I rant of 
P. made a will the effect of which was to exercise a gen ral power of | — : te ie gee yy en . ri oo iA ? ‘ : rr wr 
appointment in favour of his son, thereby making the appointed fund | : wh 2 , Pees ae - : a ener) tit) ong 
. 7 ss t i I nomines Mi Wadeson, 
part of his estate for payment of debts, and a disposed of h qgneral , , ‘ me - ' Maat 
estate. He afterwards married and died without having made a fresh | , , pee eS ae ae oe 
will, Jt was admitted that by virtue of the Wills Act, 1837, «. 18, : . : ; ~) 7 _ In - a f Ly vas said that 
the will was revoked as to the general estate, but was not revoked so | : cee . : a ee ee 
me ‘ 2 | f 1 to be to the i i mind Till it was so found 
far as tt was an exercise of the power.- The testator’ s n was a person on haul dun be 
of unsound mind, not 80 found, and a receiver of his estate had been | the re ‘ in adn sti i 
oo m lunacy. The action was brought by the testator’s widou Hit J This « I t | made in 1902 of a testator 
daming administration. The son, who was his sole next of kin, was ho died J 9 Ha ! nd time in the previous 
made defendant, and appeared by the receiver The receiver claimed | De ‘ It sdmitted 1 i as re ed by this marriage, 
that the administration should be granted to him for the use of the son. | &X ted ' pomtment in exercise Of a power 
: poss ] tator, | ! revoked far as it related to 
Held, that the grant must be made to the widow, but must be a general that appointment lr} lispute about tha Phe only question 
grant. of administration, with so much only of the will annexed as s who is to | , i administrator Che yitest is between the 
telated to the appointed fund, not a grant of administration limited to vidow i " ' | 1 appointed receiver in lunacy of the 
the appointed fund. The coats of all parties were ordered to be pad propert f the testator n } i previous marriage He is also the 
at of the whole estate, including the appointed fund n-la 1‘ | , 1im of £1,000 against the 
J. B. Poole, by his will dated 2lst October, 1902, gave all his | testator ' te I I ind another of a similar char- 
tesiduary estate, including a legacy bequeathed to him by the will of | acter, a i, t the free personal estate of the 
Frances Grant, to a trustee upon trust for sale-and conversion, and out | t t and no v anytni except the person who takes 
of the proceeds to pay his funeral and testamentary expenses and debts under sent. Vn the oO hand, if they Tat the widow 
and legacies, and to invest the residue, and stand possessed of the ald about £800. The ay nted fund, a vell as the general 
investments, and the income thereof, upon trust for his only son, if and ersonal estate, is made payment of the testator s debts 
When he should attain the age of twenty-one years or marry, absolutely; | I" therefore of great ' snes —_ uld be strictly 
and if he should die under that age and unmarried, in trust for Mrs rutin 1. Under thes rcumstances 10 1 contended that the widow 
Wadeson, who was the sister of the testator’s late wife, absolutely ight appointed ad TRE Of Wie genere: personal estate 
The legacy referred to was a gift of £8,000 in trust to apply the income | On the hand, it t that the receiver has an absolute right to 
for the testator’s benefit during his life, with a general power for the | @ grant of administrat t lea : relates to what passed under 
stator to appoint £4,000 thereof by will. The testator was a widower | *! py ent. It i é t inconvenient to make s parate 
& the date of his will, but on 28th December, 1916, he married the is Yo the | son gpoagbape tag de: ~ } Bom, age 
Plaintiff. He died on 25th July, 1917, leaving the plaintiff him sw W 1 we! ed ' it uly question, therelore,. 1s to 
Yiving. The son mentioned in the testator’s will had attained twenty nick bine per 5 si a the grant be ‘ de. The “ mething 
Me in the testator’s lifetime, but had, after attaining that age, become | to | id in favour of ¢a . ‘ vhole I think the grant must be 
@ unsound mind, not so found, and had for about two years before the | made to the widow 
festator’s death been detained in the County Asylum at Denbigh P , K.( The ‘ | eral grant of administration, 
After the testator’s death, Mrs. Wadeson, who claimed to be the only atl : } f the w unnexed as relates to the appointed fund 
ext of kin of the testator’s son, procured the appointment of her own | 7 ..}mit that defenda hould be paid out of the appointed 
f-in-law as receiver in lunacy of his estate. She claimed to be a] pong and plaintiff's r t the hole estate uding that 
Meditor of testator’s estate for £1,000 in respect of a policy for that Real 
aMount upon the testator’s life, which she alleged he had given to her, p BR th 
ad on which he had covenanted to pay the premiums, but had fajled to Hit, J.—The | a ey ; - be 
here was a similar claim against the testator’s estate by a Mrs ts of pal : Lan 6 See ee — a fa 
in respect of a policy for £500. This action was brought by the | apy ted id Phat t ' p ait py 
testator’s widow, asking for administration of the testator’s estate with | | rt to hi ! ( L. 3 Rape f Vs 
the will annexed, so far only as it related to the power of appointment K.C und ¢ hrook | it, Le fi , A i 7 : 
testator’s son was made defendant, and appeared by the receiver. It | K.( th him). Sorrerrors, f the | iy Lane a a a 
8 admitted that the will was revoked by the testator’s second | Cornish & Forfar, Liverpool; aere t, Field, Roacoe, & Co. 
Marriage except so far as it was an exercise of the power, and as such I al Jon ; ie Ly 
Vy section 18 of the Wills Act, 1837. It was stated that (Reported by ©. G. Tatsot-Powsoxay Barrister at-Low.) 
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Order in Council. 
COUNTY COURT CHANGE 


Whereas it is en ed by the County Courte A 1888, that at shal 
be lawtfu His Majest :. by Order in Counci yn dune to time, t 
wader, amongst other tl mgs, tthe discontinuance of t widing 
Court, and the consolidation of any two or more districts 

Now His Majesty is pleased (by i with the advice of His 
Privy Council t rder, and it is hereby ordered, that the holding « 
the County Cou i (ylouceatershire ne i at U \pp ing Sodbury by 
diacontinned, and that the District of the said Court be consolidated 
vith that of the ¢ yunty Court of Gloucestershire held at Bristol 

This Order « » effect as from the ls la f Januar 1919 


18t! December 
War Orders and Proaciamations, &c. 
The London Gazette of 24th December contains the following add 


tion to matter pririted below : 


1. An Order in Council, dated 24th December, reciting the Proclama 
tion, dated 10th May, 1917, and made under section 8 of the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, and section lof the Exportation of Arms 
Act, 1900, and section 1 of the Customs (Exportation Prohibition) Act, 
1914, whereby the exportation from the United Kingdom of certain 
articles to certain or all destination prohibited, and ordering as 
follows 

Phat the articl dieated in the Proclamation of the lOth day 


of May, 1917, as amended and added to by subsequent Orders of 
Council, and by the Proclamation of the 18th day of December 


1918, as being prohibited to be exported to all destinations in Eur 
pean and Asiatic Russia and in other foreign countries in Europe 
and on the Mediterranean, except France and French Possessions, 
Italy and [talian Possessions and Portugal, and to al! ports mm any 
such foreign countries, should be prohibited to be exp rted to all 
destinations in European and Asiatic Russia and in other foreigy 
and 


countries in Europe and on the Mediterranean, except France 
rium,’ Portu 


French Possessions, Italy and Italian Possessions, Belgi 

val, Greece, Morocco, ind ¢t 
ountries 

2. A further Notice that unde Non-Ferrous Metal In 

dustry Act, 1918, have been granted by the Board of Trade to cer 

and individuals The present list contains some 


» all ports in any such reigi 


Spain and 


licences the 


companies, firms, 
twenty-four names 

3. Notices by the Agricultural Wages Board (England and 
the Corn Production Act, 1917, as follows :— 


Variations of the Overtime Rate of Wages 
Cattlemen, Shepherds and Horsemen in Oxfordshire 

Minimum Rates of Wages fixed for Male Workers under the age 
of 18 Years in Merioneth and Montgomery, to come into force on 
the Wth December, 1918 

Proposal to Fix Minimum 
under the age of 18 years in Brecon and Radnor 

Proposal to Vary certain Overtime Rates of Wage 
Male Workmen under 18 years of age in Oxfordshire 

Proposed Order Varying the Order dated the 6th September, 
1918, as to Benefits and Advantages which may be reckoned as 
Payment of Wages in lieu of Payment in Cash, as follows 

Che Order of the Agricultural Wages Board, dated the 6th day 

of September, 1918, as to benefits and advantages which may be 
reckoned as payment of wages in lieu of payment in cash shal! 
be read and construed if the following Clause had been in 
serted therein immediately after Clause 4 thereof 

4a. Provided that in the case of any matter to be 
or determined by a District Wages Committee under this Order 
if the District Wages Committee shall have failed to ascertain or 
determine the same within such period as the Agricultural Wages 
Board shall consider reasonable for that purpose the same may bé 
ascertained or determined by the said Board 


\V ales 


under 
on Sundays fixed for 


Rates of Wages for Male Workers 


fixed for 


as 


ascertained 


Determination of the Value of a Cottage as a “ Benefit or Adva 
tage "’ in Buckinghamshire 

Determination of the Value of a*Cottage as a ‘‘ Benefit or Advan 
tage ’’ in Herefordshire 

Determination of The Value of a Cottage as a Benefit or Advan 


in Northamptonshire 
Value of a Cottage as a ‘‘ Benefit or Advar 


tage "’ 
Determination of the 
tage "’ in Somerset 
The London G 
4. An Order in Council, dated 27th De elftber, further amending a 
Proclamation, dated 10th May, 1917, and made under section 8 of the 


azette of 27th December ntains the following 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MIDDLESEX HospPIraAt, 


New Orders, &c. of 


Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, and section 1 of the Exportation 
f Arms Act, 1900, and section 1 of the Customs (Exportation Prohil 
Act, 1914, whereby the exportation from the United Kingdon 

in articles to certain or all destinations was prohibited. 

vondon Gazette of 3lst December contains no items requirin, 





be noticed except those printed below 
Admiralty Order. 
HYDROGEN ORDER 
Notice of Cancellation 
Nott eby en, that the Lords Commissioners of the Adn 


incelled as from the date hereof the Hydrogen Order made 


‘ i 
} then llth June, 1918 [62 Sotimrrors’ JouRNAL, 623) I 
Order ss publ lin the London Gazette on 14th June, 1918 

Wr» D (facette, 3lst Deceml« 


Board of Trade Orders. 


PHE ARTICLES OF COMMERCE (RELAXATION OF 
RESTRICTIONS) ORDER, 1918 
Whereas the Board of Trade have from time to time made Orders 
ler the powers vested in them by Regulations 2F to 233 of the Def 


the Realm Re 
\nd wherea it 


gulations relating to various articles of commerce 
expedient tu make provisions for the revocat 


f h Orders in manner hereinafter appearing ; 

Now therefore, the Board of Trade, in exercise of the powers « 
ferred upon them by the Defence of the Realm Regulations, h« 
order as follows :- 

1. Any Order made by the Board of Trade under Regulations 2: 

2» to 293 of the Defence of the Realm Regulations or any part of 

pt ns in any such Order shall cease to have effect from such dat: 
1s may be specified in a notice relating thereto signed by the President, 
a Secretary, or an Assistant Secretary of the Board, subject to h 
conditions, if any, as may be specified in such notice; provided that 


nothing herein or in such notice shall affect or prejudice any matter or 


thing done or suffered, proceeding taken, or penalty incurred under 
such Order before the date when it ceases to have effect 

2. This Order may be cited as The Articles of Commer Relaxation 
f Restrictions) Order, 1918 


2lst December |Grazette, 24th December! 


LIGHTING, &c.. ORDER, 1918 


to the provisfons of the Articles of Commerce (Relaxation 
Order, 1918, the Board of Trade give notice that the 
and P rder, 1918 (62 SoLicttors’ JOURNAL, 
have effect from the 23rd day of December, 191k 
[Grazette, 24th Decemb 


REVOCATION OF THE 


Pursuant 
f Restrictions) 
Lighting, Heating 
442), will cease t 


ower! 


THE LOCAL FUEL AND LIGHTING JOINT COMMITTEES 
AUDIT OF ACCOUNTS) ORDER, 1918. 


Whereas by virtue of the Household Fuel and Lighting Order, 1918, 
two or more local authorities in England and Wales have pow to 


unite for the purpose of carrying out the duties imposed upon then 
the said Order, and in such case to appoint a local Fuel and Lighting 
Committee for the united district: 


And whereas by virtue of the House land 


‘hold Fuel and Lighting (Scot 


Order, 1918, two or more local authorities in Scotland have power to 
ymbine for the purpose of carrying out the duties imposed upon them 
by the said Order, and to appoint a Joint Local Fuel and Lighting 
Committee 

And - whereas it is expedient to make provision for the audit of the 


accounts of such Committees (hereinafter referred to as Local Fuel 
ind Lighting Joint Committees 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the 
Regulations 23 (1) and 243 of the Defence of the Realm Regulati 
Board of Trade, in pursuance of an arrangement made by them with 


al Government Board and the Secretary for Scotland, hereby 


powers nferred upon the by 
the 


the Lex 
order as follows: 

1) The accounts of the receipts and expenditure of Local Ft and 
Lighting Joint Committees appointed by two or more local authorities 
in England and Wales in pursuance of the Household Fuel and Light 
ing Order, 1918, shall be made up yearly to the 3lst day of March, 
the first account being made up to the 3lst March, 1919, and shall be 
1udited by a district auditor, and the enactments relating to audit by 

auditors of accounts of urban district councils ers, 


district 


and to all 


and their off ' 
ial thereon, shall 


matters incidental thereto and consequenti 


ipply to the audit of the said accounts 
(2) The accounts of the receipts and expenditure of Local | ind 
Lighting Joint Committees appointed by two or more local aut! sim 
Scotland in pursuance of the Household Fuel and Lighting (5 tland 
Order, 1918, shall be made up yearly to the 31st day of March, the 
yunts 


first account being made up to the 3lst March, 1919, and the a 
shall be audited by an auditor appointed by the Secretary for S« 
who may in case of dispute fix the fee to be paid for-the audit : 
(3) This Order may be cited as the Local Fuel and Lighting Joint 
Committees (Audit of Accounts) Order, 1918. 
23rd December [Gazeltte, 


tland, 


PAth Decembet. 








WAICH IS URGENTLY {N NEED OF FUNDS For Its tl’ 1 hk. 
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ARTICLES OF COMMERCE (RELAXATION OF RESTRICTIONS) 
s ORDER, 1918. 
Notice 1s hereby given, that from the lst day ol January, 1919, the 
following Orders made by the Board of Trade under the powers vested 
in them by Regulations 2 and 2r to 253 of the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations are revoked and shall cease to have effect 
Export of Timber (Ireland) Order, 1917 
Packing Case and Lapping Board Order, 1918 


27th December Gazette, 3ist December 


THE TIMBER CONTROL ORDER (AMENDMENT NO, 3 


The Board of Trade, deeming it expedient to 
the powers conferred upon them by the Defence 
tions as respects timber, hereby order as follows 

1. Paragraph 1 of the Timber Control Order, 
by the additio words following 


ORDER 
make further exercise of 
of the Realm Regula 
1918 amended 


a he reby 
1 of the 
As from the Ist January, 1919, no permit shall be required to buy 

or sell or enter into any transaction or negotiation in relation to the 
sale, purchase or transport of hardwood timber outside the United 
Kingdom for delivery to places outside the United Kingdom 

2. Paragraphs 2, 15 and 16 of the Timber Control Order, 1918, are 
hereby revoked, without prejudice to any act or matter done or suffered 
or to any proceeding or prosecution instituted thereunder 
3. Paragraph 4 of the Timber Control Order, 1918, is hereby amended 
by the deletion therefrom of the words following 


“Sales by a merchant to a merchant without a permit are pri 
hibited.” 
27th December Gazette, 3ist December. 


THE RATTAN AND MALACCA CANES (NO. 2) ORDER, 1918 


1. The Rattan and Malacca Canes Order, 1918, dated the 20th March 
1918, is hereby revoked without prejudice to any act or matter done o1 
suffered or to any prox eeding or prosecution instituted thereunder 

2. From the date hereof no person in the United Kingdom shall buy 
or sell or enter into any negotiation or transaction for the sale, purchase, 
or transport of Rattan or Malacca Canes outside the United Kingdom 
for importation into the United Kingdom (other than walking sticks or 
mher articles manufactured before the date of this Order) except under 
and in accordance with the terms of a permit granted by or on behalf of 
the Controller of Timber Supplies. 

3. This Order may be cited as the Rattan and Malacca Canes (No. 2) 
Order, 1918. 


27th Dece mber. 


((Jazette. 3lst Dex 


ember 


Ministry of Munitions Orders. 
THE ALUMINIUM SUSPENSION ORDER, 1918 


In reference to the following Orders made by the Minister of Munitions 
namely : 
The Aluminium Order, 1916, dated the 2nd December, 1916 
The Aluminium (Returns) Order, 1917, dated the 17th February 
1917, 
The Aluminium 
February, 1917, 
the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows 

(1) The Operation of the said Orders is hereby suspended on and after 
Mth December, 1918, until further notice : 

(2) Such suspension shall not affect the previous operation of the said 
Orders or any of them, or the validity of any action taken thereunder, o1 
the liability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contraven 
Hon or failure to comply with the said Orders prior to such suspension. 
®@ any proceeding or remedy in réspect of such penalty or punishment. 
(3) This Order may be cited as the Aluminium Suspension Order, 1918 
Ath December. [Fazette, 24th December 


Scrap and Swarf) Orde: 1917. dated the 28th 


—_ 


THE REFRACTORY MATERIALS (MAXIMUM PRICES 
TION) ORDER, 1918 


REVOCA 


In reference to the following Order made by the Ministrv of 
tions, namely ; 


The Refractory Materials {Maximum Prices) Order, 1918, dated the 
19th November, 1918, ; 
the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows 
{) As from the 31st December, 1918, the said Order is hereby revoked 
2) Such revocation shall not affect the previous operation of the said 
er, or the validity of any action taken thereunder, or the liability to 
@Y penalty or punishment in respect of any contravention or failure to 
ply with the said Order prior to such revocation, or any proceeding 
remedy in respect of such penalty or punishment ‘ 
8) This Order may be cited as the Refractory Materials (Maximum 
) (Revocation) Order, 1918 


Muni 


Carell. 


EVERY LAWYER 


is faced time and again with difficulties in 
Winding-up Trusts or Carrying through 
Other Transactions owing to— 

Defective Titles. 

Missing Beneficiaries. 

Issue and Re-marriage Risks. 

Lost Dividend Warrants. 

Lost Share Scrip. 


Other lost Documents. 


THE CENTURY has had a long and 
experience of such risks, and 
Indemnity in approved cases. 


THE CENTURY invites enquiry for revised 
Annuity Rates. 


CENTURY 
INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED. 


HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 
London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, London, E.C. 


varied 


Full 


grants 





Ministry of National Service Order, 


THE MINISTRY OF NATIONAL SERVICE ORDER, 1917 
(AMENDMENT), ORDER, 1918 
Whe it is enacted by section 1 of the Ministry of National Servico 


reas 
Act, 1917, that it shall be lawful for His Majesty to appoint a Minister 

National Service under the tit National Set 
vice (hereinafter referred to as the Director-General) who shall have such 
powers and duties of any Government department or authority, whether 
conferred by statute or otherwise, as Mis Majesty may by Order in 
Council transfer to him or authorize him to exercise or perform con 
enrrently with or in consultation with the Government department o1 
intl ty concerned ; 

And whereas it is provided by section 13 of the New Ministries and 
Secretaries Act, 1916, as applied by sub-section (2) of section 2 of the 
Ministry of National Service Act, 1917, that on the termination of a 
period of twelve months after 


ot “irector-General o1 


the conclusion of the present war, or 
such earlier date as may be fixed by His Majesty in Council, any 
powers o1 duties which have been transferred to the Director-General 
under the last-mentioned Act, shall, without prejudice to any action 
taken in pursuance of those powers and duties, revert to the depart 
ment or authority from which they were transferred 

And whereas by virtue of section 14 of the new Ministries and Secre 
taries Act, 1916, as applied by sub-section (2) of section 2 of the Minis 
try of National Service Act, 1917, any Order in Council made for the 
purposes of the last-mentioned Act may be added to, varied or revoked 
by a subsequent Order in Council : 

And whereas by Order in Council made the twenty-third day of 
October, nineteen hundred and seventeen, the powers and duties of the 
Army Council or the Secretary of State under certain enactments men 
tioned in Part I. of the Schedule to the said Order were transferred to 
the Diector-General, and the Director-General was authorized to exercise 
concurrently with the Army Council or the Secretary of State, as the 
case might be, the powers conferred by certain enactments mentioned in 
Part IL. of the Schedule to the said Order : 

And whereas it is expedient that the said Order should be varied in 
manner hereinafter ordered : 
Now, therefore, His Majesty, 


in pursuance of the powers conferred on 


Him by the said recited Acts, and of all other powers enabling Him in 
that behalf, is pleased, by and with the advice of His Privy Council, to 
order, and it is hereby ordered, as follows : 

1. The said Order in Council of the twenty-third day of October, 
nineteen hundred and seventeen, is hereby revoked except in so far ae 
it relates to the transfer to the Director-General of the 


wers and 





Mth December. 2th December. 





duties of the Army Council under the enactments mentione 


in Part I. 





Jan. 4, 1919 
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EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1844. 
DIRECTORS. 
Deputy Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Eaq 


Wiliam Maples, Esq. 
Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 
rhe Kt. Hun. Sir Walter G. F. Phillimore 


Chairman—John Croft Deverell, Esq. 
James Austen-Cartmell, Esq 
Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Esq., K.C 
John George Butcher, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
Edmund Church, Esq Bart., D.C. L : 3 
Philip G. Collina, Esq Sir Ernest Murray Pollock, K.C., K.B.E 
Harry Mitton Crookenden, Esq. M.P. 

Robert William Dibdin, Esq Charlies R. Rivington, Esq. 

Charies Baker Dimond, Eaq Mark Lemon Romer, Esq., K.C 

John Roger Burrow Gregory, Esq Ihe Hon. Sir Charies Russel), Bart. 

L. W. North Hickley, Esq Francis Minchin Voules, Esq. 

Archibaid Herbert James, Esq. Charles Wigan, Eaq. 

FUNDS EXCEED ~- - £5,000,000. 

All classes of Life Assurance Granted Whole Life and Endowment Assurances 

without profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium, 


W. P. PHELPS, Manager. 





of the Schedule to this Order, and the powers and duties conferred and 
imposed on the Army Council or Secretary of State by the enactments 
mentioned in Part 1. of the Schedule to the said Order, other than the 
enactments mentioned in Part I. of the Schedule to this Order, and 
now by virtue of the sald Order vested in the Director General, shall 
as from the date on which this Order comes into operation revert to 
the Army Council and the Secretary of State, respectively 

2. The Director-General may exercise concurrently with the Army 
Council or Secretary of State as the case may be, the powers conferred 
by the enactments mentioned in Part II. of the Schedule to this Order, 
and those enactments shall accordingly be construed and have effect 
as if the Director-General were spécified therein in addition to the 
Army Council or the Secretary of State as the case may be 

3. A reference to any of the enactments mentioned in the Schedule 
deemed to include a reference to any of those 


to this Order sha be 
ct matter by any other enact 


enactments as applied to any other sub) 


ments 

4. This Order shal! come into operatior the 18th day of Decem- 
ber, 1918. 

5. (1) This Order may be cited as the Ministry of National Service 
Order, 1917 (Amendment) Order, 1918 

2) The Interpretation Act, 1889, applies to the interpretation of this 
Order as it applies to the interpretation of an Act of Parliament 


18th December 
SCHEDULE 
Parr I 


Enactment Jert yf Powe md Tut Transfer / which 1a not 
revoked 


Authority under 
Enactment, 


Enactment Subject. matter of Enactment 





The Military Ser 
vice Act, 1916 


s, 2(2) Powers in relation to certifi- | Lhe Army Council 
cates of exemption 

8. 3 (1) Powers in relation to certifi- | The Army Council 
cates of exen ption. 


Second Sche Power to authorise appeals .. The Army Council! 
dule (provision 
us tO appea 
The Military Ser 
vice Act, 1916 


Sess. 2) 
s. 10 (1) Power to authorise persons to | The Army Council! 
require production of certifi 
cates of exemption 
Part Il 
Enactment relating to Powe? / } rere l concurrently 


\uthority under 


Subject matter of Enactment. “ 
Enactment, 


Eoactment. 


The Army Act: 
#. SU (1) 


Power to authorise form of The Army Council 
notice to recruits 

#. 80 (4) (+) Power to authorise form of 
attestation paper 

Power to make general or The Army Council 
special reguiations as to re- 
cruiting 


fhe Army Council 


8. 82 (1) 











Authority under 


Enactment. | Subject-matter of Enactment. Saactment. 
ae Power to make general or | The Army Council 
- special orders as to recruit- 
ing 
8. 95 (1)... Duty in relation to enlistment | The Secretary of 
of aliens State 
s~ 100 (3) Power and duty to consider | Toe Army Council 


claims for discharge on 
ground of invalid attesta- 

tion, &c. 
mE Exercise of powers of com- | The Army Council 
petent military authority 
s. 167 (1) Power to authorise summary | The Army Council 
proceedings in Scotland 
[he Reserve Forces 

Act, 1882: 


a. 12 (2) Power and duty in relation to | The Secretary of 
calling ont the reserve State 
forces 
s. 20, so far as | Powers in relation to regula- | The Secretary of 
the powers con tions as to reserve forces State 


ferred thereby 
relate to re- 
cruiting enlist- 
ment, the ecall- 
ing up of the 
reserve forces, 
exempting 
from service, or 
otherwise to the 
provision of 
men for the 
army 
s. 24 (4) ... .. Power to require constables, | The Secretary of 

&e., to conform with orders State 

and regulations 





{ Gazette, 20th December. 


Food Orders. 
rHE RATIONING ORDER, 1918. 
General lacence. 

The Food Controller hereby authorizes all manufacturers of jam to 
leliver against any voucher issued under the above Order to a catering 
establishment or an institution jam beyond the amount specified in the 
voucher, to such extent as may be necessary to enable delivery to be 
made in a usual complete package : provided that the excess amount 
shall be deducted on the occasion of the next delivery. 

The Food Controller further hereby authorizes all persons concerned 
to take delivery of jam pursuant to the terms of this licence. 


25th November. 








THE MILK (RESTRICTION IN ESTABLISHMENTS) ORDER, 
1918. 


l. (a2) No milk shall be served in any catering or residential estab 
shment or served for consumption on the premises~in or at any milk 
shop, dairy shop, stall or similar place, or consumed in any such estab- 
shment, shop, stall or place, as or as part of a beverage except with 
ea, coffee, cocoa, or chocolate as usually served. 
6) This provision shall not apply to :— 

(i) Milk supplied by the caterer to any person residing in the 
catering establishment, or supplied to any person residing in the 
residential establishment, during the period and up to the amount 
mentioned on a certificate of a duly qualified medical practitioner 
which states that the person residing in the catering or residential 
establishment needs the milk for such period in the interest of his 
health 

(ii) Milk supplied at any school to any person under 18 years of 
age, whether residing at the school or not; or 

iii) milk supplied to children under 10 years of age. 

Provided that nothing in this clause shall prevent the-consumption of 
nilk at any establishment, dairy, shop, or similar place by the person 
arrying on the same, if residing therein, or any resident member of 
1is household. 

2. Rectriction on total quantity of milk used in or by any catering 
tablishment.| , 

3. Registers to be kept at catering establishments.] 


4. (a) Clauses 2 and 3 of this Order shall not apply to any catering 
stablishment Which is for the time being exempted’ from this Uraer 
by or under the authority of the Food Controller. 

(+) Until further notice, Clauses 2 and 3 shall not apply to any sc'0ol. 

5. For the purposes of this Order the expressions ‘* Catering Estab- 
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lishment,” “‘ Residential Establshment,”’ and “ week *’ shall severaily 
have the same meanings as they have in the Rationing Order, 1918 

Milk shall include in addition to milk ordinarily so called, butter 
milk, separated milk and skimmed milk, but shal! not include condensed 
milk, dried milk or milk preparations. - 

6. Infringements of this Order are summary offences against the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

7. Clause 35 of the Rationing Order, 1918, as amended by Clause 5 of 
the Order amending the same, dated the 15th October, 1918 (S. R. & O 
Nos. 894, and 1318 of 1918], is revoked as at the 8th December, 1918, but 
without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention 
thereof. 

8. (a2) This Order shall be cited as the Milk (Restriction in Estab 
lishments) Order, 1918. 

(6) This Order shall come into force on 8th December, 1918. 

(ec) This Order shall not apply to Ireland. 

th November. 

[We are obliged to hold over several Food Orders.] 





Temporary Whitley Councils. 


The activities of the Ministry of Reconstruction in the formation of 
Interim Industrial Reconstruction Committees, or temporary Whitley 
Councils, as they are sometimes called, will be resumed after the holiday 
period, and full trade conferences have been arranged as follows : 

(1) For the tubes industry, at the Grand Hotel, Birmingham, on 
8th January, at 2.30 p.m. 

(2) For the paper making industry, at the Ministry of Recon 
struction, on 9th Teniaee, at 11 a.m. 

Mr. E. J. P. Benn, Chief Trade Organisation Commissioner of the 
Ministry of Reconstruction and Chairman of the Industrial Recon 
struction Council, will preside at both meetings. It is hoped that 
they will be fully representative of the trades as a whole, both workers’ 
ant eel representatives taking their part. 

During the past few weeks seven additional Interim Industrial Re 
construction Committees have been formed in the following trades :—(1) 
Artificial Stone; (2) Brass and Copper; (3) Women’s Light Clothing ; 
(4) Lead Mining; (5) Lead; (6) Zinc and Spelter, (7) Sugar Refining 
bringing the number of these committees now at work to twenty-nine 
They are giving valuable help to the Government on such matters as 
demobilization, re-instatement, provision of raw materials, priority and 
other urgent problems, 





Societies. 


Law Students’ Debating Society. 
NOTICE OF EXTRAORDINARY GENERAL MEETING 


In consequence of tthe cessation of hostilities it is felt that the time 
has now come for a resumption of the meetings of the society, which 
were suspended temporarily at a meeting held on 6th October, 1914 
and an extraordinary general meeting will therefore be held at the Law 
Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday, 14th January, 1919, for the 
purposes of (1) considering (a) the resumption of meetings and (b) ways 
and means, and (2) electiag provisional officers and committee. 

This being the firait meetang of the society since 6th October, 1914, 
and having regard to the nature of the business to ‘be discussed, 
it is hoped that every available member will do his utmost to attend 
this meeting, and thus give the society a good ‘‘ send-off "’ on the renewal 
of ite activities. 

Ist January, 1919, 


The King at the Temple Church. 


The King-and Queen celebrated the last Sunday of the old year by 
attending morning service at the historic church in the Temple, remain 
ing till the end of a long but interesting celebration, and then making 
& tour of the Middle Temple Hall and other buildings. They were 
accompanied by Princess Mary, Prince Henry and Prince George. 
_ The Royal visitors, says the J'imes, drove from Buckingham Palace 
in open carriages, and reached the Temple by the Embankment approach 

ey »were received at the Benchers’ entrance to the church by Lord 
Mersey, Dr. Barnes (Master of the Temp'e), Mr. J. W. Lowther, M.P., 
and other Benchers of the Middle and Inner Temples, and were con- 
ducted to seats near the Reader's desk. Very few people witnessed the 
arrival, but the church was filled to its utmost capacity, many members 
of the congregation being able only to secure standing room. 

The service opened with an unaccompanied carol by the surpliced 
choir, standing in a circle at the western end of the chancel. When they 
had finished and had gone to their usual places two verses of the National 
Anthem were sung by choir and congregation together. The singing 











‘ of the Anthem was noteworthy for ite beauty. 


The Master of the Temple (Dr. Barnes), preaching on the victory of 
the Allies—‘‘ God hath given us the victory '’—said that when the Long 
acation began five mionths ago no signs of early victory were dis 
ternible. The great triumph might be regarded as a vindication of the 
Cause of righteousness. It was the gift of God, the overruling of the 
ces of the world by a divine Providence. We were justly proud to 
claim that our triumph was the triumph of righteousness, but we must 
Rot deceive ourselves. Our debt to God was so great, and our reliance 





on Him so absolute, that we should be humbled af the contemplation of 
uur own share in the achievement of victory What if there had been 


failure instead of success It would be pharisaical to nurse self-satisfac 
ty that hiv organized aggression might 


th n_and t wi e the possibility t t ur wr 
ave gained the upper hand, Let them pray that they might use the 
rht 


Victory al 
Gern iny, he suggested id already begun to seek for unity as a 

‘ of nd had realized the mpleteness of 
the failure of the id systen Nationa as well as individuals could 
repent, and vas a mistake to suppose that the spirit of a nation could 
not change. He believed that the indications were that a new Germany 
would arise from the present confusion, and the idea of a new world 
ry. Bolshevism could hardly continue 

tened people, for education was a 
would preserve Germany from 
f the Peace Treaty ought to 
mark, and probably would mark e beginning of a new era of recon 
ciliation of the nations. Justice should be demanded, but history proved 
that one of the most potent factors in politica was magnanimity, and, 
while we might not find it « to forgive ve must not forget that only 
by love could the world be 
On leaving the church the tors ee ‘ 
Temple, passed into the Gres ane ere « ted on a tour of 
nspec tion by Lord Finlay sore ’ llor) are Readit Lord 
Mersey, Mr. Lowther, and ther distinguished Benchers Thev 
xamined with interest the histori wnd its appointments, and 
took particular notice of a portrait « late King, wl 
sented to the Temple by him during his ship, when he 
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International Law. 


The following letter by Professor Holland appeared in the Times ol 
23rd December 

Sir,—Demands for the punishment of the ex-Kaiser have produced 
many curiosities of literature,”” sometimes even over the signatares of 
men deservedly respected as duthorities upon subjecta which they have 
made their own; but ne eutor ra erepidam Dr. Holland Rose, for 
instance, wrote of the Kaiser as guilty of “an indictable offence.” Sir 
Herbert Stephen naturally protests against this misuse of terminology 
which is, indeed, far more spr ifically erromeous than was the popular 
application, which you allowed me to criticize, of the terms “ murder” 
ind “ piracy "’ to certain detestable acta perpetrated under Government 
authority He goes on to give an elaborate. though perhaps hardly 
necessary, explanation that breaches of that cenerally accepted body of 


THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
CREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C. 1. 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 
CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 


HE need for greater effort to counterbalance 
the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Committee of The 
—— for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street, 
London, W.C. 1, to plead most earnestly for increased 
support for the V ational work this Hospital is 


performing in the preservation of child life. 


The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 
Fok over 60 years this Hospital has been the 

means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children. 
£5,000 has to be raised immediately 
-to keep the Hospital out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can be 
obtained on application te— 
JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. « 
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rules to be followed by States inter se, whic h 6 ore own as “ international 
law,’ can be enfor ed. in the last resort, only by hostile State action —a 
fact which he seems to suppos salify the rules as 
‘a mockery.’ 

Sir Herbert 


internatuonal | whieh 


e may entitle ‘him to qt 


eds to give an account of the so-called priv i 
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needs revision for the benefit of any 
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Obituary. 
Mr. A. E. Greville. 


Mr. Antuur E. Grevit.e, solicitor, who died 
W yg int ym (heistmas mor w, ty-Lwo years, w : i 
pl wtice at Towceste Stap- London 
rrespondent wri y t imea, the inventor of thie 
Harrogate 


of experi 


He wae, Says Lb ¢ 
Greville electro-therm treatanent, oh stull an use 
Bath and Buxt science Was nf hubby, an rhe 
menta made in the wor esidence 
the Fer Hours ! é 
defence walnst astile 
ments years ago with man-lifting kites 


made successful balloon ascents over the Alps 


Mr. William Charles Howe. 


HowrF { 22. Cha ery-lane London, 
Green, Middlesex, 


shops atitact t s isolated island 


Duver, St. Helens, 
sbmarines and aircraft He made many exper 
ind captive balloons, and had 


rendered assistance 


Mr. Wittram CHARLe 

St Clare rahain-avenue Pa ner 8s 
member of th rm f Howe & Rake, died « the 23rd November 
a nursing home, « a short, painful ilimess, aged seventy-four 
He was admiti nm 1879. Ouwiside his legal attainments. Mr 
+ large store of knowledgé on matters ecriptura 
hterary and biographica The business will be carried 
sUrViVInNg partners M r, Aul rey Wil lam R ike and Mr Wil lary 
Bloomfield Howe 


posse ssed 





Legal News, 


Business Change. 
chambers, Fenchurch 


Messrs. Ince, Colt, Ince, & Roscoe, of St. Benet 
street, London, have, as from the lst of January, 1919, admitted into 
partnership Mr. Ernest Epwarp Witson, who has been closely asso 
ciated with them for the last six years. Mr. Wilson is an Examiner ip 
Admiralty 


General. 


Several jurymen summoned to attend the Reading Quarter Sessions 
on Monday from Faringdon wroie to the High Sheriff pointing out the 
curtailment of the train service, and saying that the court must be 
fixed at an hour thai would enable them to arrive in time by 
The chairman, sur Reg ald Ax and, K.C called this “ exitr : 
impertinence,”’ and fined two jurymen who arrived late £2 enc 

At Bow-street Police Court, before Mr. Graham Campbell, las. week 
Lewis Jones, an accountant, of Chaucer-road. Forest Gate. was sum 
moned for unlawfully pretending to be a solicitor. Mr. R Humphreys, 
says the 7'imes, for the Law Society, said that the accusation against the 
defendant was that, on 17th September, a certain summons for 
summary judgment in an action in tt High Court came before one of 


wnen 


adjournment, representing himself. to be the solicitor of one one of the 
parties. To the managing clerk of the solicitor on the other side he 
gave his name as G. Marshall. The defendant now. denied having 
stated that he was a soliciior, and said — he was only acting at the 
t a friend of the party for whom he appeared. e got nothing 
He gave the name of Marshall ‘because tha, was 

mg some of bis friends. If he gave the 
npresaion to anyone that he was a solicitor, he was prepared to express 
s regret and ap Ylogise to ithe ante Mr. Graham Campbell ordered 
a fine of £10 and five guineas caste, and allowed 
in default, sixty-two days’ imprisonment 


for himself 


» name he was known iby anx 


defendant 
1 month for payment ; 


to pay 








° . ° 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec. 24 

Acre Stee. Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan. 31, to send in their 
names and addresses, and fui! particulars of their debte or claims, to Alfred Wiliam 
Browne, 57 & 58, Long Acre, liquidator. 

CASTLE STEAM TRAWLERS,LTp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION),—Creditors are required, 
on or before Jan. 31, to send their namee and addresses, and the particulers of their 
debts or claims, to Walter Fred Harris, Bank chmbrs, Parliament st, Hull, liquidator. 

Liverpoot Barytes Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 21, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or ciaima, to Elliot Tennent 
Nicholson, 24, North John st Liverpool, liquidator. 

MACIVER STEAMSHIP C(O, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 20, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Benjamin 
Cookson, 6, Castle st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

VaRLEY & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required,on or before Jan 31, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Harry Duxbury Myers, 
Bareclay’s Bank chmbrs, North st, Keighley, \iquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMIfEeD IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Dec. 27. 


MopEL SteAM LAUNDRY Co, LTrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Feb 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to John Samuel Crawford Taylor, Russell bldgs, St. Mary st, 
Swansea, liquidator. 

NEW GOLD PRopRIETARAY Mines, L1p.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 24, to 
sendio theirnames an’) addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
J. Paxton Clarkson, 16, Devonshire sq, liquidator. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LiwTreD IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazetle.—TUESDAY, Dec. 31. 
LINE STEAMSHIP (0, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 15, 


INTERNATIONA 
or claima, te 


to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debt 
Mr. George Marwood, 48, Flowergate, Whitby, York, liquidator. 

LAMBOURNE, WOOLLARD & Co, Lrp,—Creditors are required, on or before Feb il, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Alfred H sezood, Lower Gates, Rochdale, liquidator 

PREMIFR STRAM FisHING Co, Lrp, (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Jen 31, to send in their names and addresses, and particulgs 
of their debts and ciaims, to William Robson Boyd, 67, Cleethorpe ird, Lincoln, 
liquidator. ‘ 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette,—TCESDAY, Dec. 24. 
H M Westwood Cycle Co, Lt}, Liverpool Barytes Co. Ltd. 
John Hardman & Brothers (Dyers), Ltd. Port of Plymouth Fishermen's Insurance 
Acre Steet Co, Ltd. Society, Ltd, 
Sleaford & Kesteven High School for Girls, Patent Degreasing o, Ltd. 
Ltd Cinnamon Bippo Co, Lid. 
Devon Steam Trawling Co, Ltd, New Ravenswood, Ltd. 
Scagwood Estate ('o, Ltd. Rion Steamship Co, Ltd 
Martin's Bank. Ltd. Kura Steamship Co, Lt. 
Grimeby Carting Co, Ltd. Aras Steamship Co, Ltd. 
Wheway Optical Co, Ltd Suram steamship Co, Ltd. 
London Gazette,—FRiIDAY, Dec. 27 
Oliver Bushell & Co, Ltd. Unikinema, Ltd. 
Queen 3 Park Uotel Co, Ltd. 





Creditors’ Notices. 


+ ° 
Under Estates in Chancery. 
Last DAY oF CLAIM. 
“. London Gazette.—TuEsDayY, Dec. 24. 
CAWOOD, FLORA, Guildford, Surrey Jan 25 Purdue v Cawood, Eve, J Charles Wigas, 
Norf) lk House Victoria Embankment 
SHEEHAN, Davip, Gorleston Jan 29 Ruddock and Another v Sheehan ad (them, 
P.terson, J Richard Turner Ruddock, Hall Plain, Great Yarmouth 


T . 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette. —TURESDAY, Dec. 24 
Jan 25 John Richardson, Appleby 


Todd, Cambridge 
Norton Rose, Barrington & 0 


ARMSTRONG, ELIZABETH, Great Ashby, Wes’ morland 

BONNRETT, HANS AH, Cambridge Feb 15 Whitehead 

BRASSEY, ALBERT, Chipping Nortun, Oxon Jan 31 
574, Ol! Broad st 

BRAWN, WILLIAM, London rd, Forcst Hill Feb 10 
Palhot ct 

BRO4ADBENT, FREDERICK, Pudser, Yorks, Forgeman 

Cama. THomas, C deby, nr Doncaster, Farmer Jan 18 

Cuumixry, Tom, Nigel rd, Peckham, Engineer Jan 25 C W Dommett & 
Gresham st 

COMLEY, Marky, Birmingham Jan 2 Edwin Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 

CROGER, NATHANIEL WILLIAM, Bethune rd, Stoke Newington, Fish Salesman Feb$ 


Sandom, Kersey & Tilleards,& 


Jan 21 Barret & Curtis Otley 
Taylor & Capes, Doncaster 
Sun, 
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